Y ours of (>/ 23,25 and 26 ar.-i vsd while I .;as in Ken Orleans, 
whence I returned about gidnigLt. Successful trip. IT 0 thine in areas of vour 
special interests. * 

Kc Alt gens testimony: it is in r -w. II. There ic otter and similar 
testimony and there is no question but that it is true. G ops, for example, 

Re: Lovelady-Oswsld; I have been arguing those exact words with 
Sprague and Harris for mors than a yeer. You have added Hughes. The Altgens 
angls .-..is. even more obtuse, for Liebeler positioned him -wrongly .to make it- less ' 

••• s 9» .so.. ••'be argument is even stronger. It. is notable that when I confronted - ^ ; 

Liebeler, he ns de no mention.: of- this, did not- claim I was unfair, etc, 

I am not at all satisfied with Harris* explanation that on extreme 
enlargement the -shirt in -Martin-- gets libs thof in- Altgens.- 

I agree .Lovelaay was there; end he is not ;hs man in Altgens. If 
you had ever exaraindd the real us said shirt, as I did in elaborate detail for 
Harris months ago, you would have difficulty believing It is s'pv other shirt 
incAltgens. I find it impossible. 

Gprague has puff of smoke In movies,. I -think the ; DVA: that rediscovered 
. erha;3 by now he has amplified. Based or. reasoning, -not - observation, I’d s- 
place it higher. However, I .think -it will not s;rious effect Marcus’ work if : 

■ what you think is true. 

It is now. reasonably certain that two of the other movies were altered 
by the YBI. i'ri ends have established it with Doyle and I with Martin, (both 
H..0.; literature, distribution) . . • - 



